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A Letter 1 to the Reverend Do&or 
Wallis ZN by his ſeveral 
AFetters-toughing the DofArine"of 
the Trinity, &5. 


Reveren & Ga. OF, 

| "ug ratitude ad ackpowledgement: vel "wy hav tO y0w. 
Thave been ſo fortunate to meet with your ſeveral Letters 
in affirmance of the Doftrine of the Bleſſed Trinity, 8&c_ © 
"> And cannot but coufe(s my. felf nat only confirmed, but much 
entered in my notions about that _—_— by the ſo plain and preſſi ing 
Banding and fancy tq my ! ſelf that '] 14 exmprobend wiye rowching theſe 
. matters than 1 indeed do, 1 ſhall bumbly offer ta.you my method of * thought s, 


and ſubmit the ons fro your Grave Fudgment and Allowance. 
THE Eg hyſs haps 1 ge reach wo. axe way to kyap « «the 
-wp Erie, s t perfeltion ja. Cxrta- 
ty rhey; 's "ohe'gr dps i, Autor aud Cauſe of all 
things, [2p 7 ts) HE ad high egree. The mee 
= arg Competent to mean ( whom he made after bis own 
ws Wy but ip God they axe in the. Higheſe os; wh tran Jeb 
'be oſrdes the ? Enivences aud rfettions Deity, IE ns 
Rd particular "ah niore tran Condbns 1 Fm mihences, wher ein. aud 
phereb God, bath m1 anifeſted himſe 4.12 to, and. for the gaod of Mankind; , 
G0D <lmighty was wtf is bis infinite Marcy ta determins thas 
Mantind ſhout be reſcued from that fac of Sin, mbich the defetion. of 
our firſt Father brought us into, and be brought back.jnto a Lark of Salue- 
r#on.. - Bur how he ſhould brin me F about and effett this great wark,, out of 


Hh Fedeh of Elunang comemplation,, and can ua otherwiſe benown,, than 
a Out hpe bach been gh caſed: (ner and diſcover the ſame to us. in 
(AYES 
NOW the Scriptures intimate to us three ſeveral Manifefaticns of the 
Dricy in this great work of our Salvation, 
THE 


(13) 
THE firſt  thut of a Father. That God the Farber uf 8 Heaven and 
Earth, who'created the World by his Power, nnd prefervetbit by bus 
Providence, Joloved this World, that he ſent his only begotrer Son ro be 
onr Saviour md mighty Redeemer. 

THE ſecond js that of a Son. That Jeſus Chrift the only begotten Sop 
of God, undertook this great work of : Man's Redemption, and to that par- 
poſe cameinto the World, and became Man, «ſecond Adam, who by his 
holy life, and abſolute and perfe& obedience ro the Will of God, did tx+ 
pimte and make atonement for the difobedience of the firſt. 

THE thirdis that of the Holy Ghoſt, who by his inward operations and 
gracious influences, doth inclime and prevail with man to embrace rhe 
Redemption purchaſed for him njon the rermvof the Goſpel. .- 

Now in reſpett of rheſe three ſeveral manifeſt ations of the Detry, there 
is ſata robe a Triniry of perfons in the Unity of the Gotthead, and rhe 
ſame God in reſpett of ome of thefe manifeſt arions of himfelf, # called Goo 
"the Father 5, in reſpeFt of andther is ralled God the Son 3 5 and in reſpett 
of the third 3s callb#God the Holy | 

THAT there are rheſe three Kane OR manifeſtations © the Deity 
and mnder thefe denominations, of Father, Son, and Holy « 1: is mm 
plain in the Seriptures, © 

Bnt the great doubr ts wherher theſe be three Prrfimatiries in the Drjty. 
And this doubt ( 1 take vt ) ariſeth "2 Xander ALE =nd oy 
raking bk, e- tk the word 111 
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The word Per\{ona in relation to Man, doth no: only ſignifie Individua- 
thy, aud denote a particular or ſi "gle man, but it doth imply thoſe Qua- 
4 {ities 
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lities alſo whereby one Man differeth from another. By the 'word Quc- 
lity here 1 do not mean the ſingle Predic ament ſo: called, but all the other 
Predicaments except that of Subſtanee, it being thoſe whereby the Natura 
Rationalis Subſtantia  individuated, *'Tis Quantity that differs- the 
Perſon of taller Stature from the lower. "Tis Quality that differs. the 
Learned from the Unlearned Perſon. *Tius Relation that differs the  Fa- 
ther from the Son. *Ts the Ulbi or Locality that differs John of Noke 
from John at Style. And ſo of the other Predicament-s. 

© F would therefore propoſe the adding a few words to Boethius his deſ- 
nition, and then 1 think, it will be wellenough. Let it then be thus, Viz. 
Perſona eſt Natoray rotiondye individua ſubſtantia  caliter .qualiter 
ab aliis differens. Th. defined it relates to Man vnly, and. ſo to one 
Han as be differeth from another by accidental Individuation, © For 
though't be true that every Perſon u a ſingle ſubſtance, yet *tis as true 
that they are accidents that do determine the Perſonality. 

And as the Specifick differences do conſtitute the Species, ſa Predica- 
mental Accidents do conſtitute the Individual. Thus" Rationality doth © 
conſtitute the Species of Man, and differs it from that of the Brute». And 
cbs Wiſdom, Fortitude, &C. da differ this particular Man from another, 
and make him tobe this Perſon and not another. Nor can we have any 
certain notion of naked ſubſtances, or otherwiſe conceive of them . than as 
they are glothed with and variegated by accidents. _ 
= To this purpoſe alſo is the true'ſenſe and meaning of the. Greek word 
Jaime, which ſtrittly Tranſlated 1s in Latine Subliſtentia, © Now 
Subſiſtentia doth not only import the Eile of the ſubſtance, but the Mo- 
dus Eflendi: And what is that doth modific ſubſtance but gualitics and 
accidents? _ | 

The Fundamental miſtake therefore in this great point bath been in 
making the word ſubſtance ſo more than neceſſary in. the defi ries, f Per- 
ſona, and concluding from thence that ' there cannot be three Perſons: but 
there muſe be three ſeveral ſnbſtanges. Whereas in truth there. may.be 
is the. ſame one particular Man, diverſly qualified and circumſtanticated, 
diverſe Perſonalities. Thus in the Man Melchiſedeck. Melchiſe- 
deck King of Salem may be ſaid ro be one Perſon, and Melchiſedeck 
che Prieſt of the moſt high God noeber..  So-in David, iz reſpect of 
his double gualifigatios of « King «nd « Prophet...  .... 

Thus much for what 1 conceive to bethe rrne Notion of Perſona. . 


Now 
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Now-to conſider this word Perſona 4: it hath been applyed to the God- 
head. And here 1 muſt ſay azain, as 1 ſaid before, that this word Per- 
{ona is uſed only in a borrowed ſence, and for want of another word that 
might more appojitely and fully ſignifie what 1s intended by it. | 

God cannot properly be ſaid to be a Perſon. There are no accidents in 
him, Af his: Attributes are Eſſentialto him. That Wiſdom that.is Fi- 
uite in Adan and: Accidental to him, 1s Infinite in God and Eſſential 20 
him. And ſo of all the other Attributes and Perfetions of the Deity, 
that are in an-imperfett and low degree competent to Man. 

In this horrowed ſence therefore it is that this word Perſona is applyed 
20 the Deity ; and in reſpect of thoſe three Eminent manifeſtations of the 
Deity there are. ſaid robe three Perfous.in it, Not that the word:Perlſon, 
and diſtintion of Perſonalities in reſpeFt of 'Men doth bear” a full Analogy 
ro the difference of Perſonalities inthe Deity, for in this as in all other 
Contemplations. of- God,: we muſt expetF to fall ſhort and not comprehend. 
But that the conſtderation of the different Perſonalities amengſt, Men may 
help us. in ſome imperfe&t' meaſure to conceive of that Trinity that. we" a- 
dore inthe Unity of the Godhead, —- p i 

Object. But here Iexpef? an Objettion, that if in reſpett. of theſe three 
manifeftations of the Deity there are ſaid to be three Perſons, why are 
there not ſaid to be more Perſonsin the Godhead than three, even as many 
as there are Divine Attributes, for ſs many are the manifeſt ations of the 
Deity to us. + x; 7F = OT ET 

Anſw, There is not ſo much reaſon to:imagine more Perſonalities in; the 
Godbead than theſe three, as that there are theſe three and ng more. For 
although it be true that every Attribute doth import the Deity,” and can 
be Predicated of nothing elſe but the Deity, yet every ſingle Attribute doth 
zot (if I may ſo ſpeak) import the whote Deity. His Infinite Wiſdom doth 
20t neceſſarily import or adminiſter to. us. the. Notion of bis Infinite Power. 
And ſoof the other Attributes, But theſe three ſeucral manifeſtations of the 
Godhead that are called three-Perſons,are ſuch wherein the whole Deity ( as 
1 may ſay) doth exert it ſelf,and appear in all its Attributes and, therefore 
Icall them three moretranſcendent Eminencesor Manifeſt ations of theDeity. 
Thus I ap conceive this Trinity of Perſons inthe Godheadin ſome ſort 
intelligible, without any neceſſity of thinking that eſe three Perſons muſt. 
be three ſeveral ſubſtances, and, conſequently three, Gade.,, 1c.) mxly 13) 

41d. T muſt confeſs 1 cannot but think-this great diſpute a.meer wravg- 
ling buſineſs, an 4 «gutels mare phoye, mrds chan things. Fax atithe ſame 
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time that or Adtorrſaries are fo fearful of multiplying the Detty by aivi- 
ding the ſubſtance, we tell them that we believe in ve God only, and that 
theſe three Perſons in the Godhead are but one God, So that all the 4]- 
pute is whether to ſay there are three Perſons inthe Deity doth necefſarity 
imply that there are three Subſhances, which we declare we do not mean 
or inrend by it, And for my part if they will as fairly declare that they 
believe theſe three ſeveral manifeſt ations of the Deity, wiz. of God the Fa- 
* ther, God the Son, and God the HolyGhoſt,as held forth to us in the Serip- 
ures, I mould willingly compound with them for the word Perſon, and 
. comply with them in the uſe of any other word they ſhall find ont that may 
better or . as welt expreſs what we muanby it. - PR OG 

I come new to the other great Ohjeftion of our Adverſaries touching the 
Hypoſt atizal Union. MNow the Divine and Humane Nature contd be 
nnered in rhe ſame Perſon, and this Perfon be at the ſame time both God 
and Mm, art this mithint multiplying or dividing rhe Dejry, or without 
confining the Ornipreſent to the ſeanty Tementnt of an Humane Body. 
How ris God-Man frould be born of x Virgin by 'the overſhadowing of 
the Holy Ghoſt, and Humane Nature Propnyated withour rhe Natural 
belp of un Man, Theſe things ſeem fo urrerly empoſſible 101 heſt mnenof great 
reaſon, that therefore they muſt mt, cxnnor bes and the Scriptures them- 
felkves muſt rather be miſt aken or falſe, than that can be rrue which they 
think CAMMOF. . : » _ 

BUT when they argue thus from Impoſſibility, I wonder thelr Cutdofity 
doth norguefton the Creutien ft ſelf, ty it 4 polfible for Gout th make 
al things of wrhing, "And for the Hypoftatical Onion,” inerÞinks before 
they queſtion that fo firifily, they onght to give 4 bertty actount thay yet 
canbe giver of the Union of the Soul of Man wich his Body. And when 
they queftvon the being born of - # Virgin, may they not as well queſtion how 
the firſt "our bas matte of the Rib of 4 Mah: ohe 33 well af tb other 
being ſmpyofe# to 6ome to puſs by rhe TT ET ROTO 
- BUT buotufe 7 am apr ( with you 16 Juſpett how fa he SePipruver are 
of authoriry amongſt theſe reaſoning - ve, THll advenenre 10 yyapeſe td 
them owe conffatration rouchinrg the Fypoſtaricdl Union 1s flew Yhat it 43 
nor Jo Yvonoehonble # chin) ro "Hama Reaſon as they Wold have 
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m The” Word. \'The Trees ant Plants to which be bath given Peget a- 
fon, ' Tit Brute ro which beſides Pegetation, Ve hath piven Animat 
thfe 3 Senſes and Appetites to diſcern and endeavour after what is neceſa- 
Ty 
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ryfo tbe preſervation of their Beings. Fhen taſtep further end conſider 
Men , to whom , .beſides all theſe , Gad bath given a Rational Mind 
aud Soul. ' And to ftep yet further, let them canfider thoſe bigher Beings 
the Angels, what pure InteleGwal Beings they are, and what degrees of 
perfettion God bath given them, beyond what he hath giuen ta Max. 

I ſay when me conſider theſe, what neceſſity is there of limiting aud 
confining God Almighty here ? May we not asreaſonably think, that 
if in bis infnite Wiſdom lm. ſa thought fits he might as nell make 4 Being 
yet more perfeft ? Why is ut not as eonceiveatile, that, ( to bring about 
bis own eternal purpoſes ) he might aluate the Flumane Nature by the Di- 
vine Power , and make a /Man in whom even the perfetions of the Deity 
ſonld reſide ? "0 | : 

Is the principle of Efſentiality and Vitality any whit divided inor from 
the Deity by giuing Life and Being to thaſe Creatures ? - 

I; the Eternal Mind any whit multiplied or divided by gjving 4 Ratio- 
nal Soul or Mind to Man ?, | | 

' NOR is the Infinite aud Eterngl Spirit of the World multiplied or 
Pride by creating and giving Bemg 10 thoſe Glorious Spirits the Att 
e - Ko 
, What neceſſity then t0 think, that the Godhead muſt bs eirher multiplied 
or divided, or. in. tiny wiſe. varied by ating the Divinity inthe Humane 
Aature ? | 

Ob rebelions Mankind, that haſt offended thyCreator ; but more un- 
grateful, that wilt not accept his Mercy upon his own terms, and believe 
it exhibited in that manner that he himfelf bas revealedit ! 
 Ts#t nat that Gag, whoſe Juſtice v4 infinite, that is offended ? [s it 
ot the ſame God, who is alſo Infinite in Goodneſs and Mercy that 
is appealed ? What room for his Mercy, without deragation-to his 
Tuſtice., unleſs there be [atisfattion? And mbat ſatisfattion can be 
competent to- the offended_ Deity? Were Men or Angels, fit to me- 
diate, or could they makg a. (atisf attion ?. Surely ngt. *Tis bis infinite 
mercy only that can. appeaſe bis Fuſtice. There-is Mercy with 
him, that he may be feared, yea Mercy rejoycing over Judg- 
Ment. ; "A 

NOW becauſe it is inconceivable to man bow. the offended Deity ſhould 
make a ſatisfattion.toit ſelf, God Almighty is pleaſed thus far to eande/+ 
cerd to the Capacity of. Humane Nature 4s to tell us in - what: manney- be 
hath. done jt. Viz. That he hath ſent bis guly begotten Son into the - 
Forld to be born of a Woman to live a life of righteouſneſs for our in- 
| i - ſeruftion 
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Prruftion 1nd example,. and to dye the Death of Sinners to ſatisfie for our 
Aefettion. And further, that our Qriginal Daint might not prevail over 
and miſguide us into aftnal tranſgreſſions, he hath ſent his Holy Spirit 
amongſt us tolead us into the ways of Truth and Righteouſneſs. This 
he was pleaſed - to promiſe after the Fall, by his Prophets in the times of 
the. Old Teſtament, and has now performed it tous in the times of the 
New. ; x £ 

Now, is it fit for us to objef# againſt this manifeſtation of his Mercy 
to 5, and glorious contrivance of our Redemption, becauſe we cannot 
comprehend the myſtery of it ? That ſurely was ne're meant to be within 
our fathom. | | 

In the days of the Old Teſtament when God was pleaſed to command 
the adoration and duty of his People, he manifeſted himſelf to them under 
ſeveral apjellations, whereby-he put them in mind of "bas Mercies to them 
and their duty to bim, Iam( ſays he) the God of Abraham, the God 
of Iſaac, aud the God of Jacob. And ſo in” the Prologue to the Deca- 
logue —- I am the Lord thy God which brought the out of the Land of 


Egypt, out of the Houſe of Bondage, 8c, Intimating thereby to them 


the great mercies he had ſhtwnin hu Miraculous. preſervation of the Pas 
triarchs, and Peopleof [lreal. th TN TOT £248 hg PRE 

So now in the days of the New Teſtament God' Almighty has been 
pleaſed to maniſeſt himſelf to us under other denominations and appellati- 
0775, Viz. thoſe of God the Father, God the Sof, and God the Hol 
Ghoſt 3 intimating thereby to us in what manner be hath made good bis 
promiſed Mercy, and brought about the great work, of our | Redemption, 
and that under thoſe appellations and manifeſt ations of himſelf he will now 
be worſhipped inthe times of the Goſpel. : 

But for us to underſtand the great myſteries of our Salvation in 
this manner offered unts ms, (Viz. That the Trinity in the Unity of - 


| the Godhead , and that of the Incarnation. of our Bleſſed Savi- 


our, &cc..) was certainly never intended by God Almighty, 4nd ſhall 
we doubt what God himſelf tells us becauſe 'we cannot comprehend 
zt ? "Pons | 
then God ſaid to the People of Iſrael ; 1 am the Lord thy God which 
brought thee out of the Land of Egypt,. &c. had it been fit for them tg 
have enquired how he brought them out of Egypt, and ta haveravelled in- 
to all the Miracles he wrought for tharpurpoſe, and to have brought them 
ro thetonchof their underſtandings, and to have donbred therruth there- 
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of , or the Power of God that ajd chem , becauſe y could not recon- 
cile them ta their qwn reaſon'? 

- Ter tha Hl certainly do"they nfe God Alidghty," 0-will \diub;* the | 
Manner 'of our S alvation , Freemſe "they © Cannar and rftand the 45; 4 
ſtery. ' 

Alas, vain Men, that will 'not believe what God him elf as Re- 
weal'd, becauſe it will not bear the Teſt of their weak: re o Frick 
think, the Wiſdom and Power of the Almighty are to be 
the Scanty Limits of their Underſtanding ? That were | 
nite'to compreben# Infinity. God were not God if that eſe kay 

theſe - very' Men , who walue themſelves ſo much npon their Reifts 
that they think. they ought to nnderſiand the very Arcana 'of Heaven = 
world',. 1 donbt not , be ready enongh by the [cn frength 7, Ln 
% L aiſown that Dehey* that "dey could comprehend,” = 


Thus I have treſunied ( Reverehd Sir ) to BOT Y you. VIE "hg 
Draught of my Rude Notions about this matter ,* which 1 hope you 
will excuſe, they coming from a private Countrey-Gentleman ,” unread 
in Polemich Divinity, and particularly in this Diſpute, und in whom. 
theſe thoughts were occaſioned by rhe Te of: our late Papers » ” 
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not much «di t n nothing contrary to it: I ſhall not de- 


_ BM wish apy lang diſcourſe ypon.ic 3 becaule it (peaks 
ſolhiciently. tor it ſell. IK | 


b ing. lo. liefle gf. 
Helio, or Peron, calls ) the Civl, & Relarive 
accepra We.may as well Prejudice 
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it 1s very true; there may be, for ought we know, ( and perhaps. 
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6 ta me. by angther Aronyrow ; That, = 
bane Dae there may poſſi-. 


\Three ( which we uſe 40 call) 
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niverſity.) Yet theſe rwo Chancellors were, not two Men, nor rwo- 
Earls of Clarendon ; but one and the ſame, ſuſtaining rwo Perſons , 
( one addreffing to the other.) And if this-do fufficiently anſwer 
that Hglo Cavilz 'tis as muchas *twas brought for. If it do 0- 
| appear » that the diſtinion between theſe Three Sivias 

. criong 
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Perſons be more than fo ; ( but yer-more God's t 

may well enou h be , though this eraphor do not. ory | 
ply ſo much. *Tis certain , that hree Perſons; neither accord cl "oY 
the crane it of the Subs BOrAC g-tothe-imeng of thoſe _ 
who fo "eo not imply three Gods:But T, ine Forjets which are 

One G _ ;- Or One God in Three Perſons, 


alſo a Third Letter from W. 5. a ro. the "0 pur- 
bag alſo a, hat he-had Written in his two former-. (-And therefore 
pole not. think'it needful to infer it here 5 ner do-]-ſee that hede- 
_ ) l: s , he tells me, to rake bis leave. of my! yas Rot meeh- 
bo ger me Ea ir trouble in this kind. "Ts fll of divers 
exproffl 1d Approbatidh' defff in- 
fi&: Gas in- bis: wy it he hed done) pore theſe two things; 
Nov" to $6.30 poſutive (11 A. matters } bejond:- what the Syrigeate 
oy And. ,; Not ito Jay. the file ſtrdſs mjrie; ole lleghoneint ations 
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cauſe *tis very (ure , that ( even in Natural things ) Men _ -off 
miſtake in cheir Sepumcncations, from Princi gs vn __ think 
to wt ang Proc ;( oy _—_ divers. 2) And 
we | ye leg —_ | 
which ere cannot well deny to'be true; And, ie lows ns, 
in: Natural things: much dans ey 51> in things of an lnfmite 
Nature. - $0 erein (I think ) He and 1 do-not 
Yes wogk "not jor a-hence ( noridoth he ) chirwe mt 
therefore be-Scepticks- in. All «binge,, + becauſe it is'poſhble that! in 
Some- things we- may miſ-take; - For it. is one: 'ro:be Infatibies 
another wot ro Err, A'Man'who is-not-- Ne mp 
Argne Truly 3 and where he. doth:ſo, his Arguivenc 
live. nod "yl wy reſin ey nd oil a is ore 
or lels> Cooreing, 10 8 of Evidetice- 
| ry » 060 whe AUR videts 3; rome renee 
be kao Ae ouey en ms quid matter riot 
medal oli ootcyhany nee —_— mn our Deter- 
minations, - (but rather be content jr than God 
is 
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iy pleaſed t& reveal ©)” But" where it is;( 4nd the thi be of Mo- 
ment-) we' muſt hold faft char which & rue, and fot ſuffer our ſelves 
to be eaſily wheedled out of it ' —- 

2 -Which'; T ſuppoſe.,/ is- his Opinion as well as mine. For he 
ſeems t6 *interpoſe' this Caution. (* particularly ) as to-thav Hy- 
potheſis ; to which ( as before he had done} he-doth ſuggeſt ſome 
new Difficulties : But, wherein I am not concerned. That God is 
Frin-unus', he doth profeſs. - And the word Perſon he dotlynot dil- 
like: |-Bur thinks it ſafe not'to be tob Poſitive int determining pre: 
ciſely how gredt-thae DiftiaRtion of Perſons'is. In all which, I 
doxoncur wich him. 9 En od. 34 25@il 


-- Now 2s toithe:'Word Perſon (though T am not fond of' Words 

where'the Senſe is agreed 3) I am not willing to quit it; becauſe 
do:-notknow a better to put in the Room-of it : And becauſe, if 
we quit-the word, which the\Church hath with good-reaſon made 
uſe of; for fo many [Hundred years (without kay juſt exception 
made::to it :) :chole Hnti-viinitariane, who would have us quit. the 
Word, \vill: pretend, that; in ſo- doing, we quir: the Dottrine 
-:That wed not; by Perſon- (when applyed-to- the 'Sacred Trini- 
ty.). underſtand: /«ch'a Perſon; as! when' applyed-ro Mer; and, that 
by: Fhree Divine-Perſons; we do 'not-mmean Three G64: -* hath been 
. O often faid', 'andit ſo fully; by thoſe who believe" th&7riity;: thar 
thofe who cavil at it, cannot but know it: Bur by Perſon in” the 
Deity, we mean only what bears ſome Analogy, with what amdngft 
Men 4s-faid of feveral-Perfons' ('evers without being ſo many: fe- 
veral” Meg 3. which the true ſenſe of the- word Perſon dork noc 
import, .:as hathsbeen-often ſhewel : ) '25:do the Words, - Beger, Be- 
perren,, Sending, Proceeding' or Going-forth, -and' mitry more 5 which 
all-are. Metaphorical Expreſhons , taken' from whar amongſt Men 
1 co be qe wa ior CGE _—— repay A 
expeſlions uſed?.)-. they wine ule to cavi at it, nay as 
_ welt: :d0.it- when-we talk of the Foor of 'a Stool, 'the Arm of. a 
Chain:;.or the Head of. @ Staffs And petſwadeus,' that whery we 
{s ſpeak; we do believe a S:ool, a Chair', a Sraff, to' have Life and 
Semje y,hecaule a Foot; an Arm;'a Head.- (properly taken ) _ -* 


MS: 
'And'they'imiy as well cavil at the. word 'Sacrament ( which is 4 
Narne that we have given to that'of Baptiſm and the Lord's Sup- 
per;)- Attributes, (which is a term we give to ſome of the Divine 
PerfeRions :*)) Creed;(by which we mean an Abſtrat of ſome Prin- 
cipal things that we Believe: ) And a. great many ſuch other words 
tharwefind occaHon to makeuſe of: Whereof yer there is no danger, 
when it is defined” and-derermined whar' by ſuch word, in ſuch dif- 
courle;we mean3everi'though,in fome Other difcourſes, ſuch word 
may fignifie'otherwiſe. Tis well known, that-a Cone in Exclide doth 
not ſighifie"ſti{E the fame /as'in Apollonias ;- nor a Triangle in Euclide, 
juſt the fame as in'Theodoſrs,and others, who Wrige of Sphericks : 
But whenwwe meec\yih theſe words in Enc/ide, we muſt there un- - 
derſtzndtheviv-as they are defin'd by Exciide 3 and ivhen in others. 
ſo as they aredefin'd'by*thoſe' others: ©. And 1o when we '{peak of 
Perfons in the Deity, we muſt beſo underſtood as we there define: 
that is; for :iſomewhat Analogous , but not juſt the-ſame, with what 
is meant by: it, when applyed-to Men 3 and, particularly, mor fo 
diſtin as to be three Gods. gs EE -143 FG 
And, for the ſame Reaſons , I am not willing to part with the 
Arbandflan Creo4 "left thoſe who would” have us fo do, ſhould then 
ſay,” We-have-parted with the Dodrinealſo. They, upon pretence, 
that: ome-expreſlions in it, though True, are not abſolutely Funda- 
mental-z would fein- wheedle us ouc.of : all. They might as well 
ſay; *that;: becauſe ſome words might be-fpared in what we call 
the- Apofoliok, Creed; or Nice Creed'; or ſome. other words pur 
ins therefore thoſe Creeds ſhould be laid afide alſo. And when 
they quarrel -with the Preface of it, ( Whoever would be ſaved, ought 
t© hold the Catholick Faith ; and the Catholick Faith ts this; ) as if 
it were intended thereby, that every Syllable in 1t were ſo Fund4- 
mental, as without knowing whereof; a Min 'could not be ſa- 
ved : ( which no-Man can reaſonably: think t6be fo meant by the 
Penners of it ; ſince that Thouſands'were faved'(even in their oph- 
nion ) before that was Penned; and others (ance, that never heard 
of it; ) is mere Cavilling, For-no more can-reaſonably be thonghc 
intended: by ic, but thar this isfound Doftrine; which, for rhe Sub- 
fance of it , ought to he believed by thoſt*whd would be' faved*: 
Like as if I ſhoeld fay';, Wh enrv would bt fayed,, 'onght to belieug 
the- Word of God's and this 1s + the Word of God; Coofrivi el ogs 
| Bidtes } 
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ible ; }; no Man (who is not mad.) would think my-meaning to 
SR SR h Man could be ſaved who did not know that —_ of 
'Fob's Daughters was Named Femimah; or that Zeruiab was AMo- 
cher ( not Father). to thoſe who are called tbe Sons of Zerm- 


34h. | ; 
As to that Queſtion ( which I meet with in ſome of the-Letters,) 
Why juſt Three Perſons, tore: The A-fwer is-ſhort and eafie 3 
Becaule the Scripture tells us.of_-Three, but of »o more.  (- And, had 
not the Scripture cold ic us, we had not known of theſe Three.) 
We are Baptized into the Name of ( and-therefore into the Faith 
of) the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt z, (as if this were the Firft Chri- 
fianCreed.) We are told, There gre Threagrhat bear record in Hea- 
ves 3 and, theſe Three are One ('ngt., that there are: more: ſuch 
than Three : ) And to :heſe Three (ſomewhats).we give the Name 
of Perſons 3 meaning, by.the. Word- Perſons, theſe; Three. And. if 
by Perſons 1g the Deity we mean but thele Three.z then-there- are 
but Three in the Deity whom we call Per/ars 3 Or, whem we meat 
by that Name: | LEE 


. There is another Ingenious Perſon ( a: ſtranger to me.) who 
hath Writtea to me divers Letters ba this occaſion , (fall of Gra- 
tulation, Approbatioa and, Applauſe : ): but in; one, of them he 
moves a Queſtion concerning a. paſſage in/ one of minez where: I 
fay , We-have no Notions in onr ' Mind, other than what we derive, 
Mediately or Immediately, from Senſible. Impreſſions,of Finjte Corporeal 
Beings : And tells me ,; That it . ſeems to. him, that the | Notion of 
ONE INFINITE ESSENCE fhould: be excepted. And 
that he hath formerly Yindicated. Des Cartes againſ 44+, Hobs, 
who had affirmed , That there is no Conception in - « Man's Mind, 
which hath not at hit .totally., or by parts , been begotten upon-the 
Organs of Sence - and © », That 4 Man can have no; Thought re» 
preſenting any thing 'nat Jajethr Senſe." 


| But, in a following, Letter he d declares him lf faly ſafe 
20 __ my Sentiments do not really differ from. bis, ) when 1 
ſent him this Anſwer, viz. | del Sel 0.7 


% 


* As to: what you.fay of: my affirming, that :we heve no Notions in 


* ar Mind., other rhan what me derive , mediately or immediacely , 


** from 


F 15  # 
« £,0m fenſible Impreſſions of Finite Corporeal Beings - When.you con- 
« {;der it again, I believe you will be:of my Mind. If you can-- 
& ſppoſe a Man in ſuch circumſtances, as never to have Seen, or- 
« r7eard ,. of Felt any thing : I doubt whether he would have any 
6 Thoughts of God. » more than an Embryo yer unborn, ( who | 
« hath the ſame Soul, that he will after, have; but hath, I doubt , 
« 15-yep, no Notions of a God. ) Sure I am that we. attain it- by 
« ther Steps. The Heavens declare rhe Glory of. God: But not with- 
&« gut being Seen, or at leaſt Heard of , or ſome way made known-- 
® to us by Senſible Impreſſions. The Inviſible things of bim ( even his - 
« Erernal Power and Godbead ) are cleaxly ſeen; Out it is by the Crea- - 
« ,;022 of the World ; being underſtood by the things that are made. But 
« ;f-we neither See , nor Hear of, nor have any Notion of the things 
«,h2p are made; how ſhall we thence derive the Notion of a God? 
1d there muſt be many Notions , 4necedent to that of Ore Infi-- 
© yite Efſence, ( which muſt be derived from ſenſible Impreſſions of, 
« Corporeal Beings.) We muſt have the Notion or Conception of * 
& Exs, Efſe, Fins \ Finitum , win oxgeat, Ununm , Non-nullum "x 
a: Non-multa ; before we can have t E Notion of One Infinite Eſſence,” | 
* And thoſe Antecedent Notions, I think, we do derive- (medately 
* Ox immediately ) from what we See, Hear, Feel, or ſome way- 
« apprehend by the help of our Sences. As to Des Cartes ; 
« hore muſt he a great many Notwns, or ſimple Apprebenſs-- 
« "3 , which he muſt preſume, before he can come to-the-- 
©.Complex Notion of Dew Eft, And a great many Ifative Notions.- 
«from Natural Logick:) before he cag-argue , Cogieo, ergo furr. . 
© Fle muft at leaſt have a Norion;or ſimple Apprebexfion, of wha is 
« meant. by Cogico,and of, what is meant by Sm, and of whatby Ego: - 
« Ang then a Complex Notion y, that what is nat, cannos Think; ind - 
« rhan the {Mae Aoriap:( from Natural Logic: ) But, 1 Think, 
© Therefare la, "Ang. doubt, tie cannot come at all this; wichs- 
* out. forme uſe of his Senſe? And, even after all, ir- ſeems to me;,.. 
=_ No 


that co Be is 4: Natiqn,.more {imple ( and therefore ance J 
than ta. Thinks, and. therefore cones to be apprchended by 
* (Of, than by. conſequence from. that... Bur 1t,s not-gow!my: buy 
*ngls {a Die api &. Des Carrzs.. 1 Onely, to thewy 40 Seahfi- 
ins Niro 4c Jdubſeryient. £0, :Qur, Notions.gh-.@ 
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© from Theſe, our Underſiandings do, by ſteps , aſcend .to 
7 ON PTS © bn 0 OTA ACER ay 1! 


Upon this Anſiver,- he owns--my Sentiments to' be the ſame with 
his, 8c. that ( in a Natural way) the Humane. IntelleF hath no O- 
peration , but what ts Occafioned , or Suggefted' by Senſible Objects. 
But he thinks; I perceive , ( and fo doll , ) that from” theſe No- 
tions occaſioned or ſuggeſted by Senſtble Objects , our InteHeR; or 
Reaſon improved, may aſcend, by ſteps, to a Diſcovery of ſome- 
thing concerning God, which, in Corporeal ObjeRts it cannot find; 
In which we both agree | 
Now the beſt means we have for the forming of (uch Notions 
concerning God, is chiefly by one of theſe rwo ways; that of E- 
minency, and that'of Negation. Whatever of Good, or Excellen- 
cy, we find in the Creature, we conclude that in God ( who' is. 
the fountain of all Excellency ). there is ſomewhat Analogous 
thereunto , but much. more Eminent. ' And whatever of Imper- 
fe&tion we find in the Creature , we conclude, that - in God ( who 
is Infinitely Perfe&,) there is nothing of' this Imperfe&ion. And, 
from both , we conceive a Notion of' fomewhat ih God, which is 
more Great than is poſſible: for | us fuily. to compretietid :' Bat, what 
that ſomewhat is, we cannot fully underſtand, Now, theſe being 
the Steps, by which we form thefe Notions ; we know no better 
way to expreſs theſe Conceptions; than by Metaphors taken from . 
ſuch Objects, from whence theſe Notions take their Riſe, or ſome 
ſach Figurative Expreſſions.” ( And it was with this Proſpe& that 
! mention'd that Obſervation.) And, in the ſame way, God is 
Jleaſed ( in Scripture ) to exprefs himſelf to us; by ſomewhat A- 
alogous ( not juſt the ſame ) with what we meet with in” the 
'Treature's As when it ſpeaks of God's Eyes, Ears, Hands, Feet, 8c, 
af -his Seeing, Hearing, Striking , Going, 8c. So' When the Father 
18 {aid to Begers the Son tobe Begorren ; and both, theſe t6-ſend dur, 
and the Holy Ghoft to Proceed, or Go forth from them. ' All which 
expreſfions are ſuch, as we commonly apply to what we call Pers 
fons. And in what ſenſe thoſe are to be underſtood 'concerni 
Godin ſuch ſenſe they are fitly called three Perſons, ', $55 thols 
who it fuich ſenſe cavil at the word Perſon; would'no. doubt (i 
here were- not ſomewhat elſe in the Wind )-as well cavilat thaſe 
ot 
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othey words. Barbecanſe, foto do,' were direQly to affront the 
Scripture (whoſe words they are) they do not think fit ſo-to ſpeak 
ont, whatever they think. When Chriſt ſaith, of himſelf and the: - 
- Father, John 16. 28. -1 Came forth from the Father, and am Come into 
the World'; again, 1 Leave the World, and'Go to the Father : Of Himſelf 
afid the Holy Ghoſt, wer. 7, 8. If I Go not away, the Comforter will 
net.Come unto-you'; but if I Depart, I will Send Himunto you; and when 
He # Come, He will Reprove theWerld, &c. Of himſelf and the other 
two, John 14.26. and 15. 26. The Comforter which is the Holy 
Ghoſt, whom the Father will Send in My Name, He ſhalt Teath you al 
things, and Bring all things to your Remembrance whatſoever,l have Said 
unto you. Andagain, When the Comforter is Come, whomT will Send- 
you From the Father, eventhe Spirit of Truth which Proceedeth from the 
Father, He ſhall Teftifie of He': What conld be ſaid, as of Three 
Perſons, more diſtintly > And if the Scripture ſpeak of them as 
Fhree Perſons; Why ſhould we ſcruple tor call them fo 2 But theſe 
Three Perſons” ate but One: god. Oi Tei; ir in. Theſe Three are 
Onp'; Unim' ( not anus )- One Thing, 1 Fohn5. 7, And John 10, 30- 
1. and the Fathey ave Ones © '#ouy, (imum ſumus ) we are One and: 
the fame Thing 3 and therefore: One God: And, that there-is' mw 
other God but One; 1s 'known to- be {o often ſaid char I need norres. 
> Bur 'tis not ſo+ mucly the word'. Perſon, as the: Derry conf 
which theſe Men are offended at ;' and-all their Cavils ar the word 
Perſon; ( and' the' Athanaſian Creed, ) are bnt to undermine our Sa-. 
viours Deity, Of this I have ſaid enough elſewhere; arid need not 
tere repeat it: The LORD our God « Once LORD, .Degr. 6. 4. That. 
is, The Lord;God of 7/rel is One Lord; or Fehoual}', the God bf 
ac is One Fehovab- There are not” more *Fehovab's than One : 
nd\this One Febhovah' is the Lord God of Iſrael. And'!/a. 45.3, 5. 
E-+ke!/LORD (Jelievah)) am the God of Trae{': I amthe LORD (Je- 
hovah ) and there u none elſe. There # no God beſide Me': ( No God 
beſide the:l:ord-God'of | 1/rae/.) So in 2 Kings 19. 15. and' many 
other places ro the-ſame purpoſe. Now: our Chrif, is this Lord 
Goehaf Iſrael, Laki' 2716, 17) Atimy of the Childver' of Trael" ſhall He 
(Faber dw Baprift ) curn ro che- Doyd THEIR God; (to the Lord: 
God of Yfrazl; 'Y-and he ( Fohn Baptiſt) ſhull' go before "Hime, ( this 
Eord God of Uſrael ) im the Spirit — of Elias. Nvbw _—_ 
| OUDLLs 
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doubts but that it is our Chriſt, whoſe Fore-rumer Fohn - Bop | 


was; and before whom he was to go iz the Spirit and Power of Elias. 
Therefore our Chrif* is this Lord God of Iſrael : This One FE- 
HOY AH. | " | 

'Tis true that the Greek Sepruagine's Tranſlition of the Old' Teſ- 
tament doth nor retain that word, burdoth every. where wave the 
word Jehovah, and puts 5 wen; inſtead of it. . And accordingly, 
the New Teſtament ( which moſtly follows the Language of thac, 
the only Greek Tranſlation then in uſe ) doth ſo roo. Bur 5 we& 
( which they fubſtitute for Jehovah) is ſo oft applied to Chriſt 
( even inthoſe places cited out of the Old Teſtament wherein Feho- 
vah is uſed) that none can be ignorant of it. 

And though we have not there the word Febovab, yet we have 
as full a Periphrafis of it as can be defired. *'Tis well . known ( and 
owned by all ) that the tewo-Proper Names of God, Fah and Jebo- 
wah, are derivatives from the Verb_Hajab or Havah which figni- 


fieth co Be, ( which whether we take for. one and the ſame Root,”” 


or Two Roots of one and the. ſame- uificarign, is not material ; 
che Letter Fod and Yau in Hebrew being (o oft uſed promiſcuouſly, 
or one changed for the other : ) And therefore the Noun Verbal 
muſt needs import 4 Beivg. And it hath been further obſerved 
long fince by Hebricians, that the Name Fehovab hath moreover 
the peculiar CharaReriſticks of the Three Times, ( paſt, preſent, 
nd future, ) Fe.the Charateriſtick of the Future .;Tenſe ; H9,: of 
the: Preſent Tenſe or Participle'z and. /2 of the Preter Tenſe, 
( which I did forbear to mention former]y, leſt they ſhould throw 
it off: as a Criticiſm till I had a freſh Voucher for ir, ſo good as 
Dr. Pocockin his late Coneneyy on- Foet-:Cha -3.,19.;), And 
we have all this in that Character of God ( indefinitely); Fee.,1, 4. 
aro Ts 6 @v y 6.1 2 0. gw, from that Bring, : who Is ond! Math 
been, and Shall be for the time to come. And it is particularſy applied 
co Chriſt, at ver. 8; EY #44 73 A vy 76 N, As ye 0 wet © beds, 0 
wy 0 ny & xd pa @r, '« myloweg up. ] am Alpha - and.-Qmega, faith 
the Lord God ( Jehovah Elohim ) which 15,; mbich' Way, and; mbich: 
ic to Come, the Almighty. Which.isa full Acceunt'of''the' Name 
Febovah ( here Tranſlated, as elſewhere, .by..*2%& .J with a.diſ-: 
cant upon its importing his Being, with the three diverficies'of Times, 
( paſt, preſent, andfuture, ) and his -Omniporence { uperadded.. That 
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Being which now 1s, which ever Was, and which ever Shall be, the Lord 
God, Almighty, (SO Rev. 4. 8. and Rev. 11.17.) And in Rev: 

I6. 5, £91 y ow » 0 wwS3#tH ( (o Beza, and fo Dr. Pocock 
reads it, and ſo ours Tranſlate it. ) And much to the fame 
purpoſe is that Rev. 1. 11, 17, 18. Rev. 2. 8. (and elſewhere ) 
1 am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end, the firſt and the 
laſt ;, be that liveth and was dead, and behold I live for evermore. 
SO Rev. 4. 9, Il. Rev. 5. 12,13,14 Who liveth for ever and ever. 
Which fully anſwers that Title, The Living God, whereby the True 
God doth ſooft diſtinguiſh himſelf from. other Gods 3 as Fer. 10. 10. 
andelſewhere frequently. But I have ſaid ſo much formerly to this 
point, that I ſhall now add no more. F. 

'T had almoſt forgotten. one piece, ( wherein I- find my 
ſelf mentioned ) Intituled, A ſuit for forbearance, &c, It 
aims chiefly at two things. e is againſt arging (on 9- 
thers ) too ſtrift an Union, wherein Chriſtianity, as delivered by our 
Lord and his Apoſtles, hath left a Latitude and Simplicity : But bereiz 
TI think, he hath no cauſe to blame me ( nor do I ſee that he 
doth.) He doth-not find me to trouble him with cramping Scho- 
laftick Terms, I know not how I could ſpeak more'tenderly than 
to ſay theſe Three are three Somewhats, ( not three Nothings;) and 
ifhe pleaſe to ſport himſelf with that, he may. And, that 'tis 
convenient, to theſe Somewhats, to give a Name and, that I know 
no better Name than Per/ozs3 And, therefore, that we may till ſay 
( as we were wont to do ) three Perſons azd one God; even though 
by Perſon, I do not require Men to fancy juſt ſuch a Perſon, as 
what we fo call amongſt Men. Like as by Farther, Son, Beger, &c. 
I do not underſtand ( in God) juſt ſuch as what theſe words figni- 
fie amongſt Men. And I do not know how he could with me to 
ſpeak more 'tenderly, or more agreeing to. the Chrii#ian- Simpli- 
city, wherein it. « delivered by our Lord and his Apostles. 

The other is 3 He thinks ic not Adviſeable in things /uffcienrly 
ſetled by juſt Authority ( as us that of the Trinity )'to-revive a Contro- 
verſie long ſince determined, and draw the Diſput ations Saw : Becauſe, 
ro litigate about a Fundamental, 10 turn it into a. Controverſie. - And 
herein, I am ſo much of his Mind, that T would not have adviſed 
to ſtart the Controverſie, about what we have been #7 quier poſſeſſion 
of, for ſo longa time. And1I = ready to own, That it is an _ 
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of our Adverſavies the  Papi/ts, to perlwade the World . that. we 
kaveno better gropnd for the Dofrine of the [7riniry, than they 
have for Tranſubſtantiationg { for they care not whar they over- 
throw, if thereby they may-adyance their own ends:) And, Thar 
Atheiſtical and Irreligious Mtn will be glad of any opportunity ro 
Ridicule Religion. ET A 
Bur ifothers will maxe it'their buſineſs 0 Tin down Religion ; 
and profeſs to rhe World, there is nothing but Authority 10 define 
i: ( which:they deſpiſe; ) and ho Reaſaz * or Scripture Tor it, move 
chan for Traſub5tantiation: I think we are not obliged to Rand 
(all of us) fo ſilent, as if we had nothing to ſay for it, or' yield- 
ed up the cauſe. There'is a middle way ( for the promoting. what 
he calls a Purer and more Scriptural Divinity ) between 'a ri oyons 
umpoſing all the ScholaFick Cran ping Terms: and, a giving up the 
Cavfe. A modeſt defence of what*the Scripture teacheth ys, 
« without Excurſions into a rigorous prefling of Extravagant Nice- 
ties of our own Inventions) may be of good ſubſeryiency, co 
ſhew, that the Doctrines of our Religion are not jncon{iſtent -with 
right Reaſon, | A reg: 
What he tells us of ſome body who bad been heretofore Haſte 
of rhe Temple, that did expreſs himſelf co this purpoſe, The Subfarnce 
of God, with this Property, -To be of none, doth make the Perſon of the 
Father-z, The very ſelf ſame, Subſtance in rumber,. with this Property, 
To be of the Father, maketh the Perſon of the Son, The ſame Subſt ance 
having added to it the Property of Proceeding from the other Two,, mak 
eh the Perſon of the Holy Ghoſt. So that,; jn epery Perſon, there 4s jmm- 
plyed, both the Subſtance of God, which i One, and alſo that. Property 
which cauſeth the ſame Perſon really and tiwely to differ from the ather 
Two.. This, 1 lay, would paſs wi me well enough. And if 
he pleaſe { to expreſs him(Elf, T hc got Pars] $6 _ <> 
gain 3..If I ſhould expreſs ir thus; That God: conſidered as the 
Original or Fountain of Being ( who.himfelF 1s and Fives Being to 
all-chings elſe ) may be called God the Farker, ( or The God and Fa- 
ther of alt :) And the ſame God, as the Fountain of Wij/dow. or 
Knowledge z.. be called God the Son, ( * ©» the Word, Wiſdom or 
Reaſon 5, The true Light,. that lighteth every Man that comenh into the 
Wartd,) Gods Hi/dow xeſulting from his Efſence or Being : And the 
{ame:God, as the Fouatain of Pomer, Might or Altion 3 be <aled 
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God the Holy Ghoſt 5 ( Gods power of A#ing, proceeding from his 
Eſſence and Wiſdom alſo : ) And this Erernal, Ali-wiſe, and Almighty 
God, is One God: Perhaps he would not much miſlike this. Or, 
if he ſhould ; I would not quarel with him on that account ; or be 
Poſitive that it muſt juſt be ſo. We know that Chriſt is called #be 
Wiſdom of God ; the Son of Ged; the Son of the Higheſt : And the 
Holy Gbo#t is called the Power of the Higheſt, And we know thar, 
amongſt our ſelves, Knowledge reſults from the Eſſence of our Sonl ; 
and -»#ion proceeds from Both. Tis ſaid alſo, that in Himmwe Live, 
and Move, and have our Being. (From God we have our Being, 
our Rational Life, and our orion: In whoſe Image and L the F 
we are Created.) Yer would I not be poſitive ( much leſs would 
I require every one to be of that Opinion )) that the Perſonalities 
in God muſt needs be Theſe. I am content tor reſt here, Thar 
Theſe Three, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ( whatever Name you 
... call them by ) difer in ſomewhat ( more than what we commonly 
call the Divine Attributes ) yer nor /o as to be Three Gods ( or more 
- Gods than One 3 ) but are One and the ſame God. And ſofar we be 
ſafe. Nor is there any danger ( that I can fee) in giving the 
OY of Perſons to theſe Three: Nor know I a fitter Name to give 
them. 

_ . And this, I think, is as much as need be ſaid, as to all thoſe Let- 
ters, which, on this Occaſion, have come to my Hand , fince the 
Publiſhing of thoſe already Printed. There being nothing in all 
theſe which is contrary to what I therein undertook- to defend. 
( Nor ſhould I have faid thus much, if the Author of the Lerter 
here inſerted had not deſired to have it Publiſhed. )JAnd now I hepe 
to trouble the Preſs no more upon this Occaſion, 


Novemb, 23. 
1691, 


Yours, 


Toby Wall i T 


